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412 YALE LAW JOURNAL 

Carriers — Connecting Services — Relation of Carrier and Passenger 
at Junction-Point. — Texas & Pacific Ry. Co. v. Bigger et al., 36 Sup. 
Ct. Rep. (U. S.) 127. — In an action for the death of a passenger from 
exposure at a junction-point, Iield, that under a contract to connect with 
another carrier for a destination beyond the contracting carrier's own 
route, the relation of carrier and passenger continues while the latter is 
waiting for connections, although the defendant's own portion of the 
transportation has been completed. White, C. J., and Van Devanter and 
McReynolds, J. J., dissenting. 

The extraordinary liability of a carrier to a passenger ceases with the 
termination of the perils incident to the journey. Smith v. Ry. Co., 29 
Ore. 539. In the case of carriers providing a place of egress, the relation 
continues until the passenger has had a reasonable time and opportunity 
to avail himself of the means of egress in safety. Ry. Co. v. Krouse, 30 
Ohio St. 222. Where the defendant's contract contemplates intermediate 
changes, the protection continues during the waiting interval. Baldwin 
v. Ry. Co., 68 Conn. 567. It does not, however, extend to one waiting 
for a connection not within the contemplation of the defendant's con- 
tract. See Powell v. Ry. Co., 220 Pa. St. 638. A carrier of passengers 
on a through-route coupon is generally held to assume responsibility only 
with respect to his own portion of the route. Ry. Co. v. Jones, 155 U. S. 
333. It has been held, however, that in such cases his responsibility as 
a carrier continues until a similar responsibility has been assumed by the 
next succeeding carrier. Knight v. Ry. Co., 56 Me. 234. Other authori- 
ties relieve him from the carrier's liability upon the safe delivery of the 
passenger at the junction-point. Davis v. Ry. Co., 25 Tex. Civ. App. 8. 
The former view clearly advances beyond the doctrine of Baldwin v. 
Ry. Co., supra, but is supported by the imperfect analogy from connecting 

carriers of freight. Ry. Co. v. Young, 25 Neb. 651. 

C. R. W. 



Commerce— Inter-State Commerce Commission — Power to Require 
Provision of Tank-Cars. — Penn. Ry. Co. v. U. S. et al., 227 Fed. 911. — 
Under Interstate Commerce Act, Sect. I, defining "transportation" as 
including cars, and requiring every carrier "to provide such transporta- 
tion upon reasonable request therefor," held, that the Interstate Commerce 
Commission has no power to require a railroad company to provide tank 
cars for use by an oil refinery. Thompson, D. J., dissenting. 

By the common law as applied to carriers in general, the duty to pro- 
vide facilities was limited to the actual equipment. Steamship Co. v. 
Work & Supply Co., 131 Ga. 831 (ship-owner). Special public callings, 
however, are bound to provide for reasonably foreseeable public needs. 
Ry. Co. v. Marshall, 74 Ark. 597. This involves the provision of such 
cars as may be the only suitable and proper kind for any regular species 
of traffic. Forrester v. Ry. Co., 147 N. C. 553 (ventilated cars, for fruit). 
Long-established usage may enlarge this duty. Steamship Co. v. Ry. Co., 
104 Md. 693. Statutes relating in general terms to the provision of facili- 



